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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
10/17/2005 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1, 9, and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 

being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 

which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 1, 9, and 31 recite the language, “adapted to” and it has been held that 

the recitation that an element is “adapted to” perform a function is not a positive 

limitation but only requires the ability to so perform. It does not constitute a limitation in 

any patentable sense. In re Hutchinson, 69 USPQ 138. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-9, 11-20, 31-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Shin etal. (US 2002/0151328). 

With respect to claim 1 , Shin et al. teaches a portable computer system, 
comprising: a bezel (55) having a bezel flange (57) adapted to support a screen 
member (35); and an antenna (40) disposed at least partially between the bezel flange 
and the screen member (See Paragraph 64, where when the flange (57) surrounds the 
screen member, it will effectively place the antenna between the itself and the screen 
member). Additionally, with respect to the recitation, “bezel flange adapted to support a 
screen member”, it has been held that the recitation that an element is “adapted to” 
perform a function is not a positive limitation but only requires the ability to so perform, it 
does not constitute a limitation in any patentable sense. In re Hutchison, 69 USPQ 138. 

With respect to claim 2, as best can be understood by the examiner, Shin et al. 
further teaches that the antenna (40) comprises a conductive trace (41) deposited on an 
interior surface of the screen member (As illustrated in Fig 2). 

With respect to claim 3, as best can be understood by the examiner. Shin et al. 
further teaches that a display device (38) is disposed adjacent an interior surface of the 
screen member (As illustrated in Fig 2). 
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With respect to claim 4, as best can be understood by the examiner, Shin et al. 
further teaches that the antenna extends a predetermined distance along an interior 
surface of the screen member (As illustrated in Figs 2 and 4, the antenna is a 
predetermined length and thus will extend along a predetermined distance once 
attached to the interior surface of the screen member as illustrated in Fig 4). 

With respect to claim 5, Shin et al. further teaches that the antenna comprises a 
pattern portion (43, as illustrated in Fig 3). 

With respect to claim 6, Shin et al. further teaches that the antenna comprises an 
extension portion (From 48a, to 49a) extending from the pattern portion to a screen 
member connector (As illustrated in Fig 3). 

With respect to claim 7, as best can be understood by the examiner. Shin et al. 
further teaches that the antenna comprises an extension portion (As illustrated in Fig 5 
by the dashed lines) extending to at least two side areas of the screen member (See 
also paragraph 60). 

With respect to claim 8, Shin et al. teaches a screen member connector (48a) 
adapted to conductively couple the antenna (40) to an internal antenna circuit of the 
portable computer system. 

With respect to claim 9, it has been held that the recitation that an element is 
“adapted to” perform a function is not a positive limitation but only requires the ability to 
so perform, it does not constitute a limitation in any patentable sense. In re Hutchison, 



69 USPQ 138. 
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With respect to claim 1 1 , Shin et al. further teaches a portable computer system, 
comprising: means (50, 55) for supporting a screen member (See paragraph 64); and 
antenna means (40) disposed at least partially between a flange (57) of the supporting 
means and an interior surface of the screen member (See paragraph 64). 

With respect to claim 12, Shin et al. further teaches a means (48a) for 
conductively coupling the antenna means (40) to an internal antenna circuit (43) of the 
portable computer system. 

With respect to claim 13, Shin et al. further teaches means (47, 52a, and 54) for 
conductively coupling the antenna means to the supporting means (Since the antenna 
means (40) is conductively coupled to the side of the screen member (via 47) and the 
screen member is conductively coupled to the means (50, 55) for supporting the 
display, the antenna means is conductively coupled to the supporting means). 

With respect to claim 14, Shin et al. further teaches that the antenna means (40) 
comprises conductive means (41) deposited on the interior surface of the screen 
member (As illustrated in Fig 4). 

With respect to claim 15, Shin et al. further teaches a display means (38) 
disposed adjacent the interior surface of the screen member (As illustrated in Fig 2). 

With respect to claims 16-20, the method steps recited in the claims are 
inherently necessitated by the device structure as taught by the Shin et al. reference. 

With respect to claim 31 , Shin et al. further teaches a portable computer system, 
comprising: a bezel flange (Generally 82)) adapted to support a screen, the bezel flange 
having a conductive path (Inherent in any metallic object such as the bezel flange (82) 
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of Shin et al.) extending therethrough to conductively couple an antenna (Comprising 
92, 93, 87, 94) to an antenna circuit (95). Additionally, with respect to the language 
“adapted to”, it has been held that the recitation that an element is "adapted to” perform 
a function is not a positive limitation but only requires the ability to so perform, it does 
not constitute a limitation in any patentable sense. In re Hutchison, 69 USPQ 138. 
Therefore the structural limitation “a screen” has not been positively recited and 
therefore is given little patentable weight. 

With respect to claim 32, Shin et al. further teaches an electrically conductive via 
(94) formed in the bezel flange. 

With respect to claim 33, Shin et al. further teaches a connector (92) configured 
to conductively couple the antenna to a via formed in the bezel flange. 

With respect to claim 34, as best can be understood by the examiner. Shin et al. 
further teaches that the bezel flange (82) extends between a screen (67) and a display 
device (Where the display device is located behind the screen in the frame (68) and 
therefore since the bezel flange (82) is mounted on the side of the frame (68) it will, at 
least in part, extend between the screen and the display device). 

Claims 22-27, and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Nakajima et al. (Patent # 6,456,499). 

With respect to claim 22, Nakajima et al. further teaches a portable computer 
system (1), comprising: a screen (10), a display device (7) disposed adjacent an interior 
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surface of the screen, and an antenna (12) disposed on the interior surface of the 
screen (10). 

With respect to claim 23, Nakajima et al. further teaches that the antenna 
comprises a pattern portion (See Fig 1 above) 

With respect to claim 24, Nakajima et al. further teaches that the antenna 
comprises an extended portion extending from the pattern portion to a screen member 
connector (1 5, See Fig 1 above). 

With respect to claim 25, Nakajima et al. further teaches that the antenna is 
conductively coupled (via connector 15) to an internal antenna circuit (wire 16 which 
leads to the internal circuit in the body of the computer) of the portable computer 
system. 

With respect to claim 26, insofar as the bezel (9) of Nakajima et al. helps 
maintain the antenna in place, the bezel conductively couples the antenna to the 
internal antenna circuits of the computer. 

With respect to claim 27, Nakajima et al. further teaches the use of a bezel (8, 9) 
having a flange (See Fig 2 below) disposed between the screen and the display device. 

Bezel 
Flange 

Fig 2 
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With respect to claim 29, Nakajima et al. further teaches that the antenna 
extends a predetermined distance along an interior surface of the screen (As illustrated 
in Fig 4 between holes 31a and 31b). 

Claims 35-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Asano et al. (US 2002/0021 250). 

With respect to claim 35, Asano et al. teaches a portable computer system, 
comprising: a screen (13); and an antenna (20) formed on the screen (As illustrated in 
Fig 16). 

With respect to claims 36-39, Asano et al. further teaches that the antenna 
comprises at least one conductive trace (20b) deposited/applied to a (an interior) 
surface of the screen (as illustrated in Fig 16). 

With respect to claim 40, Asano et al. further teaches that the screen comprises 
a transparent screen (Since the screen of Asano et al. is for displaying data, graphics, 
etc, it must inherently be transparent). 

Claim Rejections -35 USC§ 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claim 28 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Nakajima et al. in view of Chen (Patent # 6,809,689). 

With respect to claim 28, Nakajima et al. teaches the limitations of claim 22, 
above, but fails to teach the use of a conductive via. Chen teaches the conventionality 
of using a conductive via (13, 14) to electrically couple an antenna to the internal 
circuitry thereof. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the tihrie 
the invention was made to use a conductive via to provide a signal from one side of the 
antenna substrate to the other and thus providing a stronger signal to the internal 
circuitry of the antenna through the connector (15). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

5. Claims 10, 21, and 30 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: 

6. With respect to claim 10, the allowability resides in the overall structure of the 
device as recited in dependent claim 10 and at least in part because claim 10 recites, 
“the bezel comprises a conductive via conductively coupling the antenna to an internal 
antenna circuit of the portable computer system”. 

The aforementioned limitations in combination with all remaining limitations of 
claims 1, and 10 are believed to render said claim 10 patentable over the art of record. 
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7. With respect to claim 21 , the allowability resides in the overall structure of the 
device as recited in dependent claim 21 and at least in part because said claim 21 
recites, “a bezel comprises providing a bezel having a conductive via conductively 
coupling the antenna to an internal antenna circuit of the portable computer system” 

The aforementioned limitations in combination with all remaining limitations of 
claims 16 and 21 are believed to render said claim 21 patentable over the art of record. 

8. With respect to claim 30, the allowability resides in the overall structure of the 
device as recited in dependent claim 30 and at least in part because said claim 30 
recites, “a bezel flange disposed between the screen and the display device, the 
antenna disposed between the bezel flange and the interior surface of the screen”. 

The aforementioned limitations in combination with all remaining limitations of 
claims 22 and 30 are believed to render said claim 30 patentable over the art of record. 

Response to Arguments 

9. With respect to applicant’s amended title, the examiner accepts the currently 
amended title. 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1,11, and 16 (and their respective 
dependents) have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of 
rejection. 

10. Applicant's arguments filed with respect to claim 22 (and its respective 
dependents) has been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 
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The applicant’s note that Nakajima does not appear to disclose or even suggest, 
“a screen” and “a display device disposed adjacent an interior surface of the screen” or 
“an antenna disposed on the interior surface of the screen”. The examiner respectfully 
disagrees. The examiner holds that the entire display unit (3) of Nakajima is a screen in 
which the screen comprises both a display device (7) and an antenna (12 - among 
other features) located both adjacent an interior surface (10) and disposed on an interior 
surface (10) respectively as illustrated in Fig 1 and 2. For this reason Nakajima teaches 
each and every limitation of claim 22. 



Conclusion 

1 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

US 5,048,118; US 6,972,721; US 6,509,877; US 6,219,227; US 2004/0047139; 
US 6,879,293; US 6,825,811; US 2005/0270244 US 6,630,908; US 6,670,926; US 
6,654,231; US 2004/0201528 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Zachary M. Pape whose telephone number is 571-272- 
2201 . The examiner can normally be reached on Mon. - Thur. & every other Fri. 
(8:00am - 5:00pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner’s 
supervisor, Lynn Feild can be reached at 571-272-2092. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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